Science Court
An important precursor of the OSTP proposal was the science court concept of Kantrowitz (1975). The science court was proposed to assist decision-makers with disputed scientific aspects of a decision. Hence, a basic premise of the science court is that it is both possible and desirable to separate the scientific elements of a public-policy decision from social and political considerations. The judges of a court were to be impartial, competent scientists from relevant disciplines who were not involved in the dispute. These judges would hear testimony from scientific experts on both sides of the issue, who would be allowed to cross-examine each other. The rationale was that scientist advocates are best qualified to present their own cases and to probe the weaknesses of their opposition. In the environment created in such a court, complete objectivity would be neither assumed nor necessary. After hearing all witnesses, the judges would issue a summary of their opinion of the meaning of the scientific evidence. Their opinions would deal only with scientific questions and could not include recommendations for public policy. Many details of a science court's procedures and operations are, however, unclear. Even after several years of sometimes heated debate in the scientific and regulatory communities, the overall reactions to the concept can be characterized as at best only lukewarm. Although a genuine science court will probably not be established, the underlying idea of separation of scientific issues from social and political considerations in decision-making has since appeared in other proposals.
FDAfs creation and use of public boards of inquiry is the nearest analogue to the science court that has been put into practice.  In 1975, FDA, on its own initiative, adopted regulations describing a public board of inquiry, a new kind of decisional body that could substitute for the traditional trial type of hearing before an administrative law judge if parties to formal disputes before the agency could agree. A board of inquiry is an ad hoc panel of three independent scientists, qualified in relevant disciplines, who hear evidence and arguments and render a preliminary decision, which may be appealed (like that of an administrative law judge) to the Commissioner of FDA. The procedure assumes that disputes that are primarily scientific can be resolved more accurately, faster, and with greater credibility by an